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Mr. ROHRABACHER changed his 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. CONYERS and Mr. JONES of 
North Carolina changed their vote 
from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Chairman, 

I move that the Committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
MCHENRY) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. MCHUGH, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 3058) making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transpor-
tation, Treasury, and Housing and 
Urban Development, the Judiciary, 
District of Columbia, and independent 
agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2006, and for other purposes, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE 
RULES 

Mrs. CAPITO, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–159) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 345) providing for consideration of 
motions to suspend the rules, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2864, WATER RESOURCES DE-
VELOPMENT ACT OF 2005 

Mrs. CAPITO, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–160) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 346) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2864) to provide for the 
conservation and development of water 

and related resources, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to construct 
various projects for improvements to 
rivers and harbors of the United 
States, and for other purposes, which 
was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

SMART AND THE PRESIDENT’S 
IRAQ SPEECH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
headline in this morning’s Washington 
Post reads: ‘‘Bush says War is Worth 
Sacrifice.’’ Well, easy for him to say, 
because he has not sacrificed a thing, 
unless you count his sagging poll num-
bers. 

This President needs to look into the 
eyes of more than 1,700 widows or 
grieving mothers and fathers and tell 
them his preemptive war is worth the 
sacrifice. 

He needs to tell it to my friend Cindy 
Sheehan, who came to Washington two 
weeks ago and spoke movingly about 
what it was like to see her son Casey, 
lying in a coffin with the same lack of 
muscle tone he had as a newborn infant 
25 years before. 

Casey Sheehan and his family were 
told there were weapons of mass de-
struction. They were told Saddam Hus-
sein was connected to the attacks on 
America nearly 4 years ago. And long 
after that myth had been debunked, 
President Bush still had the audacity 
to go before the American people last 
night and raise the ‘‘bloody flag of 9/ 
11,’’ as a New York Times editorial put 
it. 

I have been to Fayetteville, North 
Carolina, where the President spoke 
last night. In fact, 3 months ago I 
spoke there at a peace rally organized 
by a group called Iraq Veterans 
Against the War. Fayetteville is actu-
ally home to a vibrant anti-war com-
munity. Not despite the fact that it is 
home to Fort Bragg, but because it is a 
military stronghold. With a majority 
of Americans turning against this war, 
it only makes sense that those who 
have sacrificed the most for this war 
are also opposed to it. 

The President insisted last night 
that Iraq is the central front in the war 
on terrorism, and it is true that terror-
ists are now flocking to Iraq, like 
moths to a flame. But how did that 
happen? Iraq has become a terrorist 
breeding ground because of President 
Bush’s premeditated, preemptive inva-
sion of Iraq. 

Every day that our soldiers are in 
Iraq is another day that the insurgents 

are emboldened by their hatred for 
America. It is the occupation itself 
that gives rise to the insurgency and 
inflames it, putting our troops in more 
danger than ever. 

Perhaps what is most galling about 
the President saying Iraq is worth the 
sacrifice is that he and his administra-
tion do not truly honor that sacrifice. 
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With their rhetoric, they do, perhaps, 
but what about their actions? If they 
honored the sacrifice, surely they 
would have found a way to get our sol-
diers the protective armor they need. 
And if they honored the sacrifice, why 
are they coming up $1 billion short of 
what is needed to deliver health care 
for our veterans? 

We heard nothing new last night, no 
new information, no new plan, no new 
explanation or justification for 1,700 
plus dead, thousands wounded, and 
over $200 billion squandered. It is time 
we showed our support for the troops 
by removing them from harm’s way, by 
ending this disastrous war, by bringing 
them home to their families as soon as 
possible. 

But that is not good enough, Mr. 
Speaker. We need an entirely new ap-
proach to defending America. Where is 
it written that a strong national secu-
rity policy must involve violence and 
bloodshed? 

I have proposed a new plan called 
SMART Security. SMART stands for 
Sensible Multilateral American Re-
sponse to Terrorism for the 21st Cen-
tury. Its guiding principle is that war 
should be the absolute last resort. It 
would protect America through strong-
er global alliances, a commitment to 
diplomacy, and vigorous weapons in-
spections. SMART would also address 
the root causes of terrorism by con-
fronting the poverty, despair, and 
hopelessness that foster terrorism in 
the first place. And it includes an am-
bitious international development 
agenda: democracy-building, edu-
cation, infrastructure projects, support 
for environmental stewardship, and 
more, for the troubled, underdeveloped 
nations of the world. 

SMART is tough, pragmatic, and pa-
triotic. It protects America by relying 
on the very best of American values: 
our commitment to freedom, our com-
passion for the people of the world, and 
our capacity for multilateral leader-
ship. SMART Security begins, in fact, 
and nothing would be smarter, with a 
plan to bring our troops home. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE’S WORK OF 
THE REVEREND BILLY GRAHAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MCHENRY). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. MORAN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise this evening to honor the life’s 
work of a man whose mission is to 
serve the Lord, his God. 
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